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Star Stone Quarries, lnc'
4040 South 300 West

Salt Lake CitY, Utah 84107
Phone:801 262-5069

August 30, 2002

D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit SuPervisor
State of U'tah - Department of Natural Resources

Division of Oif, Gas and Mining
1594 West Nofih TemPle, Suite 1 210
salt Lake city, Utah 841 14-5801

Re: Mountain Valley stone, Browns Canyon Mine, M/043/019

Summit CountY, Utah

Dear Mr. Hedburg:

This letter is in response to your lener of August 12,2ooz which addressed the

concerns w€ trad expressed with the operation beirig conducted bylv{ountain valley stone

adjacent to star stone,s euarry. As owners of the srlrface rights to the PPperty adjacent to

Mountain valiey,s operations we are concerned as to how Mountain valley's operations

will affuct 19re viluu bf ou, p*perty when all operations are reclaimed. ln addition we are

concerned as to the mining, disturbance and reclamation costs for the trespass committed

by Mountain Valley on our Property-

fu correcrly noted in your lefirer Mountain Valley has disturbed approximately 113 of

an acre of our property. vorl.it"t"ment that a subsequent property linelgrvey revealed

that most of the disturbance was not within our prgperty is'noi correct' The property^line

was originaf ly surveyed prior to the construction of'a fence along the bottom half of the

p,roperty. Mountain'Stone wif ltully destroyud the fence with the intent of mining qual'tty

bui6ing stone from sar stone's pioperq. ApparenJlv \lountain Valley inaccuretly placed

remporary suruey markers ptioitio-. ybut.iast inspection tl-a19au1ed.you. to bef ieve that "most

of the U3 acre disturbance was noi within our'pt^op"t y." This is simply n9t t** where

these survey markers were still substantially iniidestar Stone's property' star Stone

;LftrJ to'the survey and the ru*.yo1then (since your inspection) resurveyed the

;;;p.*y "nd ftai"O ir"r" tine in its orlginal position where the fence (torn down by

Mourrtain vailey) originally existeo aid in accordance with star Stone's orisin"llt:d,Tt

survey. This survey discfoses that Mountain Valley has in factencroached on about 113 of

an acre of Star Stone ProPerty.

Notwithstanding this matter is being litigated as t9 the damages irrcurred fv s1"t.

Stone as a result of Mountaln Valley's *ro-ngfuIactions h is expressiy requested that before

the mining permit b€ issued that Mountain Valley be required io restore the fence along the
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current survey separating the rwo properties tcr assure star st.ne that there will be no

further encroachments'

since there is now evidence of the encroachment and disturbance by Mountain

Valley on star stone propery,'i-p*ion of tt r tutoun 
"in 

Valley reclamation bond should

be set aside to fully assure star sione that *ju,ntiion of the area disturbed by Mountain

Vapey on star stone property *iit u" completed to star Stone's satisfaction'

We have observed that Mountain Valley has qadu lo effort to stockpil." th9 
top soil

which was strip-ff-m . ro"r, of their op.oti"hs. ln fact they have commingled the top

soil in their waste dump which has mad'e any recfamation through the use of existing top

soil a virtue impossibility. Accordingly, star'ston" requirq."ssui"nce that as part of the

reclamation that the area disturbed by mountain v"lley will be reclaimed by replacing the

top soit '",,.o*d and subs"d;;,lt iJrt rna in particular the top soil which Mountain

Valley stripped from Star Stone's property'

As an additional property and conservation value issue we have observed that

Mountain valley has little regard for the_aesthetics of the creek bottom and wetlands

associated with the creek. Their operations have consistently allowed rock and other debri

to encroach on and into ttt. .ieer ino creek drainage. .w: respectfully request that any

operating p.rril ruquir. that ihe creek and refated il*lands be protected' we are also

concerned thatthe slope.r".t"d by their mining operation be siablized as we do not

believe that it has a proper angle oi r.p*" and *rerefore poses a hazard.

Thank you again for addressing our concems and considering those additional

concerns posed in this correspondence'


